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The mean worm burdens recovered from the 8 ewes in each group slaughtered at the end of the study are shown in Table I . The lower mean worm count in the treated ewes as compared with the controls (p50.05) represented an overall reduction of 93.0%. Immature L 4 were recovered from the abomasa and small intestines of the controls but not from the treated ewes. No liver £ukes were seen in the livers of the ewes in either group. However, although 5 of the untreated ewes had many stomach £ukes (Paramphistomum spp.) none were observed in the treated ewes.
Exhausted capsules were recovered from the rumens of the treated ewes and there was no evidence of damage to the ruminal mucosae.
Serum pepsinogen concentration
The serum pepsinogen concentrations in both groups of ewes are shown in Table II .
Worm counts in tracer wether hoggets
The mean number of nematode parasites recovered from the tracers and the e¤cacy of the IRSRCs in reducing these numbers are presented in Table III . Tracers grazing the paddock occupied by control ewes had high worm burdens compared with those that grazed the paddock carrying the IRSRC-treated ewes. However, towards the end of the experiment, the tracers that grazed the paddock occupied by treated ewes contained moderately higher numbers of nematodes than their counterparts introduced during the initial and middle stages of the trial. '' Veterinary Research Communications, 21 (1997) 324. Copyright # Kluwer Academic Publishers bv^Printed in the Netherlands
